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Claims 43-45 are objected to because the term "complimentary" which means "free" is 
either misused, or misspelled. It is believed that applicant may have meant to use the term 
"complementary." 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 43-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claims 43-45 misuse the term "complimentary." 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 35-37, 40-45, 49 and 53-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Rex (4143792). 

Rex discloses a modular product dispenser system for a gas station environment, 
comprising a bezel (the unit with towel dispenser 18 and bins 20, 21) having a front as shown in 
Fig. 1 and a back as shown in Fig. 3, mounting hardware (recesses 66, 67), at least one product 
dispenser carried on the front (washer fluid bin or towel dispenser) and a mounting device 
(brackets 68, post, wire bands 72) and more than two mounting device options, a couple of 
examples, (1 ) two brackets 68 or (2) a bracket and a wire band 72 and the post. The mounting 
device options include hardware arrangements constructed and arranged to removably couple 
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with the mounting hardware for mounting the product dispenser to a mounting device. Re claim 

44, the hardware arrangements may be identical, e.g., two identical brackets 68. Re claim 45, the 

hardware arrangements may be different, e.g., one bracket 68, one post, one wire band 72. Re 

claim 53, the post is a pole. Re claim 54, the recesses 66, 67 are inverted U-shaped receptacles 

with L-shaped bracket legs defining slots. Re claim 55, the brackets 68 are blades that slide 

upwardly into the slots of the mounting receptacle. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 38, 39, 56, 57 and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rex. 

Rex discloses the invention except for the rib and groove arrangement and the mounting 
ears. Official notice is taken that rib and groove arrangements and mounting ear arrangements 
are well known. It would have been obvious to modify the dispenser units to be removable and 
to be secured by a rib and groove arrangement to prevent the wind or an inadvertent bump from 
dismounting a removable dispenser unit in order to clean the units or replace a damaged unit 
without replacing all units and the bezel structure. Official notice is taken that mounting ear 
arrangements are well known. It would have been obvious to add the mounting ear arrangement 
to make the entire bezel and dispensing unit structure easy to remove and reattach. 

Claim 50 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rex in view of 
Richardson et al. (Richardson) (440881 1). 
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Rex discloses the invention except for the towel dispenser opening facing the front. 
Richardson teaches a towel dispenser opening 52 which faces the front. It would have been 
obvious to add a front facing opening to make it easier to access the paper towels. 

Claims 51 and 58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rex in 
view ofSchon (5820231). 

Rex discloses the invention except for the refill opening accessible from the back and the 
pin and slot arrangement. Schon teaches a upper refill opening as shown in Fig. 3 the front is to 
the right of Fig. 3 and the back is towards the left of Fig. 3, a cover pivots upwardly and forward 
from a refill opening, the cover pivots about a pin and slot arrangement. It would have been 
obvious to add the upper refill opening to provide the convenience of top refilling of the 
dispenser. 

Claim 52 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rex in view of 
Daniel (5713499). 

Rex discloses the invention except for the mounting on the side of a waste container. 
Daniel teaches mounting on the side of a waste container. It would have been obvious to modify 
the mounting to the side of a waste container to provide a dual function as a waste container for 
containing waste as a first function and as a support for supporting product dispensers as a 
second function. This eliminates the need to provide a pole or base to support the product 
dispenser. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen J. Castellano whose telephone number is 571-272-4535. 
The examiner can normally be reached on increased flexibility plan (IFP). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony D. Stashick can be reached on 571-272-4561 . The fax phone number for . 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Stephen J. Castellano 
Primary Examiner 
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